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ABSTRACT, 

The final report details achievemfents and slippages 
of a mod4l demonstration center vhich served 46 ^ceschool handicapped 
childre^^ Documented are milestones in such areas a3 direct aiid 
supplesfent^ar y services to children (identification, evSaluationl ; 
parent/fajQily participation (large and small group meetings, ^ 
individual parent participation); development of a procedure to 
insure longitudinal program continuity, staff development tor project 
and dis^trict personnel and volunteers) ; dissemination; ana evaluation 
r<child progress, cost ef f ectiveness^ parent involvement, replication 
cutcomes), Asong ether achievements noted are increased coordination 
iettfeen cc^munity agencies, (CL)^ ^ , 
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IMTRODUCTION ' - > • 

This progress report^covers the period from July 1, 19^9, to June 30, 1980, 
In order to clearlv report the activities and accof&pllshments which, have occurred 
during' ^hat period, the following pages of this report hav^ been organized 
accordlng^ to the following categories for each objective of the third year 
continuation proposal: / 

Accoinpllshments/Mllestones Met 

Dates ^ ' * 

Outcome Including Slippages 4 

r 

When reviewing this progress report, It ^111 be noted that considerable 
progress was made In Direct and Supplementary Services for Children, Parent/ 
Family Participation, and In Service Training for Project Staff~all of which 
have been priorities during this grant period. Since the Handicapped Children's 
Early Education Project located at the Early Childhood Center has assumed all 
responsibilities for diagnostic and educational services for preschool chil- 
dren referred from the 255 Square mile area which Is'undjer the jurisdiction 
of the Northwest Special Education District, It has been necessary to Include 
activities In these priority areas which were not originally anticipated In 
'the proposal. For example, the Introduction of the Case Manager approach, 
(see Appendix A) has a direct impact on all Priority areas cited above and 
has served to substantially In^rove the efficiency and effectiveness of the 
referral and diagnostic process,. This approach necessitated Incre^ased ^ctl- 
vltles In "In Service" Training for Project Staff In order' to facilitate' their 
participation In th^ referral and diagnostic process* In addition, the use pf 
the CasJ^Manager has Increased the numbers of children which can be referrtfdy 
and has accelerated the rate at which referrals can be evaluated* In turn, 
this has enhanced parent participation In the pl-annlpg for theli: children 



s 



beglnnliig from the time of referral# Ite*, the -number of children actually 
referred fox diagnostic services was almost double what was anticipated 
(l73 Instead of 90) and consequently the amount of professional time real- 
located to direct ^ervl'ces was Increased by 350% (etg^, $ total of 46 clinics 
In the areas of audlology, qf^Qlogy, opthalamology, pediatrics, nursing, 
physical and occupational therapy. were scheduled but a total of 141 occurred) 
without changing budgetary priorities, but Instead combining these direct 
services wlCh, staff development actlvltlestv Concotnoiltant with this unex- 
pected Increase In the number of refe^xals was an Increase In parent partlcl- 
patlon* 100%^ of the parents participated" In planning conferences for their 
children and seven Instead of the anticipated five large group parent meetings 
were iCld* 

Once children have been referred and evalitated. It has been possible 
to extend the Case. Manager approach on an on-going basis to the preschool ^ 
handicapped children who have been placed In programs at the Early Childhood 
Center- Through tjhe utilization of Core Team Consultations to each program 
on the model demonstration service delivery contlnut^, it wa^ possible for ^ ' 
each teaching team, and parents to bdve experts available from a variety of 
discipline^ to deal with any questions or concern^ they may have regarding 
their children lif" a systematlc'way>and on a regularly scheduled basis* There^ 
fore, coordination ^of special educat;lon programs with each chlld*s related 
service needs has been possible and through this coordination, Substantial 
benefits have not only accrued to children and their families, but also to 
the Project Stsffs* understandings of the contributions of othe;: disciplines 
to educating your preschool handicapped children t ' * ^ ' 

Replication efforts of programs at the Early Childhood Center were | 
carried out In con:t^ctlon with the Rhode Island State Department of Education 
who ^ovides funds on a- competitive basis to cover ''start up*' costs for those 



ccmmmnitles desirous of replication. However, Jue tg the delay in approval of 

Rhode Island/s plan for Educatjion of the Handicapped by BEH, it was not 

* -"^ 

possible to carry out two five day training workshops in each of the programs. 
By revising ^the training fdi^at for one of the model danonstration services, 
it was possible to accommodate, ultimately, -more trainees than anticipated 
in the continuation proposal^ -how^ver^ * - 

Slippages were most obvious in those activil:ies that required parepts, 
^udents and volunteers to travel to the Early Childhood Center for partici- 
pation In daily classroom activities and in the lack of support for the In- 
service training of professional staff (not teaching staff) from the LEA*s 

administration comprising Xhe Northwest Special Education District. Iti 

* 

speculating as to the reasons for these slippages, it would appear that in-, 
bofh cases, rising ^inflation and its consequent economic crises was a prime 
factor. For example, the increasing price of gasoline forced many dedicated 
parents, students and volunteei:s to reduce the fre'qifency with which they 
could commute to the Eatly Childhood Center which is located in. a very rural 
setting not readily accessed by regularly scheduled public transportation. 
The superintendents of the LEA*s were not willing to commit their professional 
staff to participate in In-Service training activities sponsored by the project 

because th^j[^elt local taxpayers would not support continued efforts in the 

i 

future at the level of bervice delivery being demonstrated at the Early'Child- 



hood Center. Thus, insarvlce training activities were carried oat by project 
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staff eoine' out to indivi't^ual schools in the LEA*s and orovidine follow-uo 
technical assistahce to kin^ercrarten teachers and other members of inter- 
disciDlinary teams oh a case bv ^^:ase basis. 



GRANT FUNCTION: DEbfONSTRAT ION /SERVICE 



'Objective #1: 



Continued development, demonstration and further "refinement of the model demonstration center's 
compreheslve dlagnostlt and service delivery system, for forty-six preschool hatvdlcafjped chll'drfin 
so that local systems can adbpt and continue the system beyond the grant period In accordance. 
^wlth.P.L. 94-142. • ' • ' ' . ' . * 



ACCOMPLISHMENTS/MILESTOWES 



DATES 



OUTCOME /SLIPPAGES 



I. DIRECT AND SUPPLEMEHTAKif SERVICES TO CHILDREN 



A. ' Seltectlng the Target Population. 

,1* The Early Childhood Center continued to 
serve as the diagnostic facility fo^. children over 
the ag$ of 3 whb are not yet enrdij^pd In public 
education In the Northwest Specla). Education Dl^*^* 
trlct* Referrals were accepted for a r,ange of ^ . 
diagnostic Services for children who have either 
failed rescreeplng In vision, hearing, medical con- 
editions, developmental learning, skills^ ^speech and 
expressive language or h^ve been referred for ser- 
vices by an outside agency* ^ " 

2* Each chll^ referred was assigned to a Case 
'Manager whose responsibilities Included coordinating 
-all activities, resources and Information related to 
each referral. - ; ^ 

3, Each child referred had an evaluation plW 
designed as a result of the Core Evaluation Team > 
Review In conjunctlon'wl^h the child's parents. The 
evalua^tlon plan Included formal assessments designed 
to answer the following 3 questions: 

this child eligible for special education 
and related services? 

- If eligible, what are the long range goals 
fot such services? ' * * 

- What Is the most appropriate and least restric- 
tive setting for carrying out .these long range goals? 

these evaluations were conducted using a battery 
of standardized, valid, reliable, culture-fall* 



July 
June 



July 
June 

July 
June 



173 children were referred to fhe-^ 
Early Childhood Center for a ran^e 
of diagnostic services which ^ 
Is considerably greater than the* 
anticipated 90 children.' 



Each child referred to the Early 
ChjCldhood Center was assigned to 
a Case .>{anaget. (Appendix A) 



39 children who failed one or more 
areas of rescreenlng In develop- 
mental learning skills, were re- 
ferred for a Full Core Team Evalu- 
ation, eorisistlng of general medi- 
cal,, psychological, sociological 
^d education assessments. 
134^ children who fs^lled rescreen-^ 
Ing In only vision, hearing, or 
speech' and exprdsslv^ language * 
wfrre referred for spedlflc evalu^ 
atlons In each of those areas to 
determine the heed f^o'r furt;her 
'assessment* 



ACC0?1PLISHMEHTS/MILEST0NES 



^procedures and Instruments" assembled by the project 
staff and used for the purposes 'for which they were 
^ designed. . ^ ^ 

4, ^ For each <ahlJL'd receiving evaluations In 
specific^ areaSf a review was held with the specialist/ 
consultant^ parents and^Project Co-Director to review 
evaluation results and formulate decisions regarding \ 
the need for .further assessment. ^ 

5, For each child ;recelvlng a Full Core Team 
Evaluation* the Center's' Full Core ifeam met with the ^ 
parents to. jointly reylew evaluations results and for- 
mulate decljslons regarding eligibility » long range 
'goals and least restrictive setting*- 

6, '' Ct)lldren who fell at or belov 2 standard * 
deviations from the mean In any one area of func- 
tioning or one anB" one^half standard deviations 
from the mean In any tyo or more areas^ of func- 

/tlohlng were eligible for special educaftjon and re- - 
lated services through the Early Childhood Center*s 
service deltvery continuum, " _ . " * ' ^ 



7. After eligibility had been establlsfied* ' ^ 
placement wa^ made In one of the model demonstration 
,pvogram5, Placement^in ^ach -of the programs was 
\made ;according tj> speclflc^criterla d^evelqped for 
that program by project fftaff." Included in those 
criteria are severity of handicapping condition 
as well as dev^lppmental -levels in the major skills 
areas* - ' ' ' - 



DATES 



OUTCOME/SLIPP^GgS 



July 



June 



173 Summary Conferences were held 
to assess the results of specific 
ev0liiatlons« 



August 
JuftS"^ 

August 
June 



August 
June 



39 Core Evaluation Team conferences 
wer^ held Kith parents to^'assess 
the results of Full Core Team eval- 
uations and to jointly prepare . 
Phase I of the Individualized Edu- 
cational Plan- where indicated. 

46 children who. met eligibility 
criteria for special education * 
and related services were provided 
those services through the service 
-delivery continuum at ^the Early 
Childhood Cent^B^ An 'additional 
4 children were evaluated^ but ser-* 
vices were provided elsewhere. 

6 moderately to severely handicapped 
.children were assigned to the 
s elf-con taltred Teaching Research 
classroom. 

JLl mildly to moderately handicapped 

children were assigned to the PEECH 

Integrated '61assj£qom. 
,11' mildly tb moderately handicapped ' 
{Children ^ere assigned to the 
^Igh Scope classroom. 

7* mildly to severely handicapped 
. -children were assigned to ,the - 
, Portage home-based program. 
* 15* children whose only handicapping 

condition was In the ar^a of 'speech 
.ahd expressive language attend^^ 



I 



ACCOMPLISHMENTS /MILESTONES 




OUTCOME ( SLIPPAGES 



a speech and language group 
^ weekly. 

/ (^denotes double programming)^ 



8. ' Each child assigned 'to one of the model 
prograins received informal criterion-referenced 
assessments specific to each model demonstration 
program. Short term ob,1ectives_ of the Individualized 
Eilucational Plan were prepared fr0m the results 

of the criterion-referenced assessments « 

9. For each child admitted to the' Center, 

a longitudinal service delivery log was maintained 
according to^Project developed record keeping *pT;pce-, 
dures/ This logging system was, designed to monitor- 
accountability of service delivery/ 



September 
June- 




Jun^ 



46 eligible children riecelved 
informal criterion-reference*d 
assessments from which the short 
term objectives were prepa]:ed. 



A lon^tti^nal setvice delivery 
log was .i^lntained for each child 
receiving services 'at the Early , 
Ctiildnood Centei?. Information 

jttatntained from screening to,._ 
asses3ment to program planning 
and :im|^em^ntation via ai)^ efficient 
^^y-^o*malntain record keeping 
system. (Appemjix B) - * 



B. Program Implementation 

1. Each model Program was operational according 
tp its prescribed curriculum and data collection 
system, 

2. For each child included in a mociel program, 
refated servic^ftwere coordinated with the educa- 
tional services plan« 



3. Each of the model programs which comprised 
range' of educational services for the target popula- . » 
t;ion was analyzed according to the organization of 
environipental variables. Therefore, a 'framework was 
developed in which the organization of environmental 
variables for each model program was systematically 
matched to the severity of handicapping condition 
to detenrtine the "least restrictive" setting for any^ 
given child were pinpointed. ^ 

IS 



July 
June 

September 
June 

September 
Jun^ 



s > ' 

Each model prbgram served the num- 
berS of hanclicaPPed. children enu- 
merated abo^e i^i I, A, #7, 

.Each child's related service* 
needs were documented in the^ 
I.E.T^ and cqorclinated by the Case 
Man'^ger. ' ' 

V - : 

An em^jronment^l analysis check- 
list for analyzing the preceding, 
and consequent conditions for «ach 
model program was field tested 
and' refined. (Appendix X) ^ 
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■ 11^ PAREMT/FAMILY PARTICIPATION ^ / * ' . 

^ 1,,. As e^eh _chlld was referred to the -Early ' 
Childhood Center, his/her jS^areilts were Invited to 
partlclpatie in a"Cor« Evaluation Team Review Con- 
ference/oj; the purpose of designing an evalua- 
tion plan. At th'ls^ tlm^, .parents werfe ^Iso Informed 
of duG*proeess pr^cedurfes, , confidentiality assur- 
ances ap4 written .permission" for carrying out the 
evaluation plan. ■ * ^ ' ^ . 

■ / ' 

2. Once the ^evaluations" were performed, parents 
were encouraged to ii^e'et witti,.the Core Evajuatlo^i Team 
Or appiroprlate specialist/consultants fot the purpose 
of revifewitig the re^iilts of -the evaluations and deter- 
mining eligibility /for special edueatldn prbgramrolng. 
Tf eligibility for/ specla^ eJucatlon programming was 
established^ then;the parents' participated in writing 
loni> ranee aoals t>t the Individualized Educational 
Plan and in ^eled'tlnR The ''most aoDroorlate and least 
restrictive'* setting for carrvlne out -those goalsV 

3. Once eligibility was /statllshed and a child 
was scheduled po eater one o'f the model demonstration 
i)rograni3, parents" were interviewed using the Alpem- 
JBoll Developmental Profile^ Thfi purpose 6^ ^thls dn- 
tervle^> was two-fold; 

l) -to ibstabllsh rapport with the family and obtain in- 
put fi^om the patients regarding th^t perceptions of 
the cHlld'"s gVoyth and development, and, 2) to collect 
data tor, evaluation*-' * T " , 

k. Each chlld*s Individualized Educational Plan 
Included a parent participation component specifically 
talM)red Xo meet the individual family^s needs* These 
plans w^re varied and included tlie parent as a home 
tut;br, tHe parent learning new behavior management 
techniques or merely familiarizing the parent with the 
educational program* 



173 par^ts or guardians of chil- 
dren referred oartlcloated in ^he 
Core Evaluation Team Review. 



175 parent^ Qf children who were 
evaluated were invited to parti-, 
clpate in a -conference to review 
evaluation results* * 



Parents'of 15 newly reffiri^gd chil- 
dren who entered the model demon- 
stration programs were interviewed 
using the Alpem-Boll Developmental 
Profile, The parents of children 
who participated in programming 
at the EarlV Childhood Center in 
orevious vears were^ no"? interviewed 
asaln* 

. * 

Every chlld*s/Indlvlduallzed Edu- 
cational Plan defined a performance- 
basedi parent component sp;eclflcatly 
de^J-gned to meet, the chlldj!,s and 
families* individual needs* 



AOCOMPLISHMEtftS /MILESTONES . 



5. The Early ChildhoQ^fnCenter's Family Partici- 
pation Program incliided tSe following types of activl- 
'ties: , 

5.1 Largff^roup Meetings ^ 

Tliese meetlngswere held^for the purpose, of dissemina- 
ting infopt^tion^ ^obtaining parent input ^d encourag- 
ing op en^communi cation between parents and schoojl, as 
well.as^ between individual parents at the Center. 

5^ .Small Discussion Groups 

These discussion groups centered around topics of 
particular interest to parents. Pareitts selected 
the agendas for the discussita groups which 
met in four-week cycles. Originally these groups , 
were to be composed of parents whose children ar^ 
«all in the same model demonstration program (e.g*^ 
High ScopE parents). However^ staff and parents 
decided that it would be preferable to groun parents 
heterogenously. * * ' 

3.3 Indivltiuaa!* Parent Involyement ' 

5.3.1 Conferences to discuss diaRnostic 
and educational plaifning and Individuals chll^ progregs> . 
f^rom the time, children were referred to the Early Child 
hood Cent^^ ^ach-^parent had thje opportunity to meet * ^ 
with the G&re Evaluation Team and any specialist In- 
volved 'in the child's evaluation process. In addition^ 
for childreti who participated ip each of 'the model 
(Jemonstratlon programs, parents had ap oppoKunity taj|^^ 
meet with their Philti*s Bfiodel demonstration teaching' * 
tean and any specialist in'^olved: at least 3 times An- 
nually ta revise the short tenfi bbjeclj^ves of the 
IrtdivlduAized Educational* Plan/ . . 



DATES 



OUTCOME/SLIPPAGES 



1. " 



September * 7 large group me^tin^s were he^.^ . 

in which 74% of the' parents pai^y. 

June cipated^ which was greater thari^. 

the anticipated 5 large group 
meetings, (Appendix 0) 



Octo^r 26% of the parents of children In 

each model program attended small 
June ' i * discussion groups/ (Appendix E) 



July 100% of the parents participated 

- ' Itj at least one individual^ con^- 

Juine ference during t|>e course of the 

year. * ' ^ * ' 




ACCOMPLISHMEHTS/MILESTOtlEg 



5#3;2 Classroom Volunteer Tutors * V 

Parents were trained to serve as volunteer tutar^'in 
the classroom In^accor^ance with the vplun tee B^'t roll- 
ing program outlined by each partlculat model ^|)4^ograiii* 



^5#3#3 ClassrooiD Observation 



The Center operated with an "open 'door" policV; parent 
were welcome to attend class sessions at aay time* 
Parents coulfl spend as little &s 10 to 15 minutes or 
as much as the entire session In their child's class- 
room# . ^ 



, 5#3#A ' For those pajrents who wished to partici- 
pate In Center activities by constructing eqid^pment 
and/or jnaterlals or by contributing their time In . 
actlvi,tles that do not Involve dlcect contact with 
children^ four work sessions were h6ld during the 
course of the year# ■ , 

5.3#5 Hoipe Profiraifts. For many children, the 
Center-based program was coordinated with specific 
homf visits designed to help parent^ modify the home 
environment In ways similar to the classroom e^iviron- 
ment so that the educational pfap can be car^^ed out 
dn a 2A hour basis. For those children whoseftrq^rams 
did not designate specific home- visits^ a lunch 
or notebook systeiit was Instituted In order to li^xj^i 
Ingoing commuhicatlon between the home and the"^6choc 

6# Vor children who have exited from a TOdel 
demonstranion program at the EArly Childhood Center 
but still re<1ulre special education and related ser- 
vices In grades k and 1» parents were Invited 
to ^participate In each planning conference held for 
their child* 

* Parents of children who h^e entered kinder-^, 

^arten or grade 1 and are 3tlll In need of special ed 
^^tlon and ^elated services have an inlcjlvidualty. de- 
signed home component irhlch was jointly carried out b 



DATES 



OUTCOMg/'gLIPPAGES 



SepCembe^ 
June 

^September 
June 



September 
June 



September 
June 



32% of the Parents served 
classroom volunteer tutors In one * 
of the model demonstration programs 
which was an Increase of 2% over 
« what was expected: 

A0% of t^e parents observed their 
child's classroom at least once 
eyery two months which was less 
than the original anticipated 75% 
of the parentsi The cost of trans- 
portation to and from the Center was 

*a major reason for this. 

,^1,1 ■ 

^^2% of the parents participated 
in one "or more*of these work 

* sessions which was less than antl- 
' .clpated^ and Is believed to be due 
to transportation costs* ^ 



68% of the children had a home-based 
component attached tQ their" Center- 
ba^ed Individualized Educational 
Plans 32% of the children utilized* 
either a notebook ot lunch box System, 
Consequently^ ther^was a defined 
£otfmiij^nlcatlon svsfem between- the 
home and tfhe school for 411 children. 



so 
I 



September 
June 

\ 

September 
June 



100% of the parents participated ixu 
planning conferences for their ch^-d 
when they exited from the Early ^ ' 
Childhood Center. TElils represents 
an, increase of 50% over what was 
anticipated* 

70% of the children had a home 
component attached to their Indlvl- ^ 
dualized Educational Plan which 22 
Is 30% less than was initially proposed. 



ACCO>gLISHMEm'S/MILEgTOHES 



DATES 



OUTCOME/SLIPPAGES 



the receiving teacher, the Northwest Special Education 
staff .and the^arlv Childhood Center proiect staff.' 
Such components inclt/ded regularly scheduled home, 
visitations or continuation *of the notebook or 
lunch box system. 



However, receiving teams did not 
feel a home component was necessary 
for every child. 



o 
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GRAMT FUNCTION 1 DEMOHSTRATIOtl/SERVICE 



Objective tf2; To develop*, field test and refine a systematic procedure and the instructional content for insuring 
^longitudinal program eentinuity for preschool handicapped children that leave the Early Childhood 
Center* ' ^ , 



ACCOMPLISHEMNTS/MILESTONES 



DATES 



OUfCOME/SLIPPAGES 



A. DEVELOgMStO: OF A PRPCEQUHE FOR INSURING LONGITUDINAL 
PROGRAM CONTINUITY 

1* Decisions for children to exit from the Early 
Childhood Center was made for the following reasons: 



1*1 Followine reassessment i^ was determined that 
these children were no longer eliRiSle for special 
education or related serviced* 



1.2 Following reassessment it was determined that 
the "most aoprc^priate and least restrictive" setting for 
children still eligible for special education and re- 
lated services should be provided in a mainstreamed pre- 
school, kindergarten or first grade classrocnn* 



1*3 Following reassessment, it was determined that 
special education and related services should be provi- 
ded in a self-containecW Special education classroom in 
which the chronological and developmental ages of the 
children are more appropriately matched to the young-' 
sterns needs* 

* " * 

2t For each of the above categories, a system of 
procedures was outlinec^* These procedures were field 
tested with an initial sample of children and refined 
during the course of the year as a resylt of ongoing 
formative assessment procedures* ^ 



September 
June 



September 
June ^ ^ 



The following cB^nges in numbers 
of children from the orleinal Pro- 
oosaX reflect changes in the total 
number of children served*. 

3 children e^j^itred the Earlv Child- * 
hood Center t;o enter regular pre-' 
school kindergarten or first Rrade 
class;rooms* ^ 

22 children* eligible for special ^ 
education sei^ices entered maiP- ^ 
streamed preschool, kjl!tidergarten 
and first gr^de classrooms! 
16 children e ligible for^ special 
education services entered preschool 
special educa tion -classes*. 



3 children eiltererf an existing 
self-contain- id special education 
classroom fo:: 6-8 year olds' 



A detailed systematic procedure 
for insurl^ngj longitudinal progratn 
Continuity das designed and imple- 
mented for a sample of children 
moving to new programs* Follo\jM,ng 
the field t^st, the proqess was 
refined and| utilized for all chil- 
dren who move on to hew programs* 



^CC0^tPLISH^tE^lTS/MILESTOMES 



. DATES 



^ 

^3, A technical assistance plan was designed ,and 
iisplemented for assisting the receiving personnel 
(teachers, ^Core Evaluation Team, etc#0 to integrate * 
children into new settings^ This technical assistance 
jplau was coordinated with the inservice training thaJ: 
wa$ ^earmatked for personnel In the Northwest Si5eciil 
Education District. - 



OUTCOME/SLIPPAGES 



r 



September 



June 



The technical assistance plan 
was implemented for pach child 
who moved to a new program, ' 



to 
I 



2"; 



2. 



GRANT FUNCTION; INSERVICE TRAINING 



Ofcjective #1: 



To maljitaih and increase 'staff competency In areas .essential to the delivery of cost-efficient and 
child-effective diagnostic and educational services to preschool handicapped children. 



accompushments/hcijstones 



DATES 



OUTCOME /SLIPPAGES 



A. STATE DEVELOPMENT' FOR EARLSf CHILDHOOD CENTER 
PERSONNEL 

Staff development for Early Childhood Center per- 
sonnel included the folloW^ne activities: 

^ 1. Core Jyaluation Team Consultation 

1.1^ The Core Team ^valuation consisting of the 
psychologist, speech and language therapist, and pro- 
ject Co-Director spent one morning per month in each 
of the four model demonstration programs for Ihe pur- 
pose of assisting *the teaching teams to integrate 
the specifics of these disciplines into their teaching 
curricula, t ' - * * 

, ^; / 

1.2 Core Evaluation Team consultants such as the 
pediatrician, neurologist, atidiologist, otologist , ^ 
ophthalmologist, etc. , provided consultation to ]^arly. 
Childhood Center.^staff through regularlv^cheduled" 
diagnostic clitiicd. Early Childhood Cent^ personnel 
participated in each of these clinics and met with 
consultant staff following clinics to discuss findings. 



/ 



Sep member 
Jyne'^ 



September 



June 



The ,Core J^aluation Team sT>ent one 
morning per month in each oL the 
four demonstration 'programs*. 



The following clinics and 
consultation visits were held: 



/ 



7 pediatric 

8 neurological^ 
11 audiological- / 
5 otologic^l " \ 
14 opftthalmplogical " 
36 nursing . * 
3S physicsl therapy^ 
35 occupational therapy ■ ' ' ^ 
Due to the increased' nui!rt)eT of 
referrals, and /tbi& nature of th& 
handicapp'Ing conditions of chil- 
dren reffered,/it .was necessary 
to in<IPease thp number of cllftics 
by 35e% ovfer Chat' anticipated. 



2. Weekly Stafx Meetings i , 

WS^tcly staff meetings were held with project staff 
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ACCOMPLISHMENTS /milestones 



CO plan forthcoming activities, review the events 
of prevlo;is weeks, and work through Issues speci- 
fic to the Center's operations. In addition, the 
staff iaeet»ings w^a used for the ptlrpose of staff 
development with each member' of the project staff 
taking responsibility for training other staff In 
his/her own area of expertise. Seminars were prepared 
by Individual staff members In the areas, of task analy*' 
sis, behavior man^en^ent techniques, Kome programming 
and the use of creative activities to develop positive 
self-concept and other aspects of conceptual develop- 
ment. ; ■ * $ 

B. STAFF DEVELOPMEHT .fOK ROfelKEST SPECIAL EDUCATIOR 

DISTRICT PERSONNEL who will receive children served 
at the Early Childhood Center. 

Staff development for personnel who will provide 
follow up programming for children served at the Early 
ChlJ^dhood Cetjter <?ccurred as follows: 

1. fnservlce Training . 

1^1*.* Originally five kindergarten and five first 
grade teachers were to bB selected by the Roxthwest 
Special Education District to participate In a' series 
of 20 In-service training Workshops during the course 
of the academic year which would focus upon longitud- 
inal program continuity for preschool handicapped chll'^ 
dren and the means by which these children can be main- 
streamed In to regular education settings^ The inser- 
vice training approach was to use a case study method' 
to, address the needs of actual children who have been 
malnstrearoed Into these settings. 



DATES 



outcome/s lippages 

— . t ' 



July 
June 



33 weekly staff, 
held and Atenc 
members. 



beet Ins \tev^ 
by all staff 



July 



June 



it was anticipated that ten teachers 
(5 kindergarten teachers and S^rade- 
1) would partli:lPate In and><ic- 
cessfully complete the Itiservlce 
program* Howev^, the superlnten- 

"^dent^ of the. five communities com- 
posing the Northwest Special Edu- 
cation District would not permit 
this to become operational. Hence, 
project staff made regularly 

scheduled visits t<f receiving tea- 
chers to facilitate the transla- 
tion of children from the Early 
Childhood Center to malnstreamed 
settings. ■ ' • 



ACOQMPLISHMEKrS /MILESTONES 



1*2 Joint planning meetings were held between 
Harly Childhood Cente;r teaching teams and preschool, 
fcln^Jergarten and first grade teachers receiving thes.e 
children. These ine^tlngs were conducted on a case- 
by case approach and were an Informal means of famill- 
arlzltlg receiving petsonnel with the needs for and means 
of Integrating handicapped children Into regular edu- 
cation >ettinf;s • 

1.3 It was anticipated that the Northwest Special 
/Education District would designate a Core Evaluation 

Team from each of the participating local education 
agencies to participate In Inservice training' which 
would foctis upon the diagnostic and orograqi olannlns. ^ 
aPProacl^es. techniques and activities that have Proven 
successful at the Earlv Childhood Center. The Core 
Evaluation Team would have then become' familiarized with 
the referral, schedulln&^nd logging system as well as ' 
each of theVspeclflc 'evaluation techniques utilized by 
this project.. The Core EvaluatloP Team was to particl^ 
pate in a 'series of ten ^h^lf'day workshop sessions 
during the course of the year. 
^" 

1.4 Replication of the Teaching Research model 
program for 6*8 year olds . An existing 

special education class for moderately to severely 
handlcOTped 6 to 8 year olds was to replicate the , 
Teaching Research' model in order to Insure, program 
contijiuitv for the population of children. 



'C. ' STAFF DEVELOPMEHT FOR VOLWEeR PERSONNEL 

^ !♦ Inaervice training for volunteers^ who provide 
dirfict sery&es to children was conducted. This train- 

•ing asslated the volunteer to employ methods appropriate 
to each model ^dcmonsDrfiftion program within t|ie Center's 

^service delivery .continuum. Training materials devel- 
oped^by each model program were utilized to assist the 

3J ' ^ 



OUTCOME/SLIPPAGES <^ 



28 meetlnes were held to plan for 
and assist in the transltiw of " 
children from the Early Childhood 
Center to 6ther programs in the 
Northwest Special Education District 



Ten workshoD sessions were scheduled 
to be held to train the Northwest 
Soecial Education Qore Evaluation* 
Team to utilize procedures that 
will insure Ipneitutilnal Dro£ram 
contlnuitv. However. Instead 
the Northest Special Education Dis- 
trict chose tfO send one delegate 
to*each full core review and plan- 
ning conference* ' . 



One, special education *class serving 
8 moderately to seferely handicapped 
children ages 6-8 was to adopt 
and replicate the Teaching Research 
model.. However, due to pressures 
from local educational agencies, 
bargaining units* this was not done"; 
Instead, the parent clinic component 
of the Teaching Research model 
was used for this populj^tion. 



21 volunteers were trained and 
participated on a reeularlv ' ^ 
scheduled basi^t 57% of the 
parents were trained and partial*- 
pated afl volunteers at least once 
per week. This represented an 



34 



ACCQMPUSHMENTS/MILE STONES 



tfte volunteers (parents and students) achieve specific 
competencies^^ ' 



, D, OTHER 



For personnel interested in e^rly childhood 
, special education (LEA^s^ private nurseries ^ Head, 
Starts Day Care) » the project continued its devel- 
ooment of a series of workshops at the familiari- 
zation ^ in-dePth and" replication levelv 
I 

Ir Familiarization workshops scheduled to be 
presented biweekly for the purpos? of providing an 
^ overview of the Genter*s diagnostic and service 

delivery continuum. It was anticipated that approxi- 
mately 150 individual^ would participate in these 
familiarization workshops. 



2, In*-dePth workshops were scheduled to be held 
biweekly for each of the model demonstration Programs^ 
to provide an opportunity for participants to sPend 
a full day at the Early Childhood Center participating 
in the program as well as in planning activit ies ^ It 
was aiiticipated that at least 80 persons would parti- 
cipate in an in-depth workshop at the Early Childhood > 
Center* * * ^ 

' 3, ^Ifeplication worksf^ops were scheduled to be held 
twice during the 'year for each of the model demonstration 
programs. During each of these workshops^ five persons 
interested in replicating a specific model progracQ will' 
participate for five days and will achieve the specific^ 
cotjpetehcies outlined in the replication training pack- 
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DATES OUTCOME/SLIPPAGES 



incj^ase of par^ts as volunteers 
over what was anticipated; however, 
a decrease in th^ number of students. 
J The decrease' in numbers of students 
was probably due to the increased 
cd^ts of transportation^ 



September > 11 Famlliarikrti^ Workshops 

- " have been Presented for ^5 people 

June ' ^ which is a si^ificant decrease 

of what' was Expected. However^ 
the Early Childhood Center had i 
received maximuitl exposure ±tt its 
^ two previous years. ' 

September ' 10 In*-Depth workshops were con*- 

-,>r * ^ducted for 30" people, 

June 



SeDtember One Replication Workshop per pro- 

gram was conducted for a total of 

June ' 7^ people^ since it was possible 

to include many more trainees in the 
.High Scope workshop than the ori- 
ginally specified 4, (Appendix G) , 
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GRANTJTflLCTION: D ISSEMINAIION 

Objective tfl; To provide the Bhode^ Island educational community ahd other community-abased service providers 

for preschool handicapped children with knowledge and understanding of the comprehensive diagnostic 

and service delivery continuum designed and demoi^strated by this model demons^tration project* 



ACCOMPLI SHMEHTS/MILESTONES 



DATES 



OUTCOME/SLIPPAHES 



Dissemination occured via' three modes: 

Ts-%he preparat;lon and distrlbut;lon of written 
materials . ^ 

- the development, Implementation, and coor- 
dination o£ a statewide network fox early childhood 
special ^ducat^on 

^ the establishment of direct contact vlth other 
service E;royiders through visitations, presentations, 
etc# 



A. tHE PREPARATION AND PISTRIBUTION OFJiRITTEN 
MATERIALS 

The following written materials were prepared by 
(Project staff: 

1. An Early Childhood Center newsletter, *'Scr±bbles*^ ' Julv 
which described activities and events at -the Center. 

June 



2. An updated dissemination packet which con* 
talned a coverf letter, a copy of cribbles^*, a sched- 
ule, of Cente«^actlvltles for the succeeding two-month 
period and a procedure for scheduling a visit to parti- 
cipate in one or more of the project*s training and 
visitation .activities. 

3# The revision and refinement of a monograph which 
fully describes the model demonstration service delivery 
continuum developed by this' project.^ ^ * 



July 
June 
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3 Issues of ^'Scribbles** were Pre- \ 
pared and disseminated to 500 [ 
people. This is less that the 
expected 1,000 because of Increased 
printing costs. (Appendix H) 

500 dissemination packets were 
distributed which represents only 
50% of the anticipated distribution , 
because 6f Increased production costs. 



Several 5 page monographs describing 
the model demonstration oroiect's^J 
full service delivery continuum ^V^P 
were completed and published. 
(Appendix I) V O 
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^ ACCOMPLISHMENTS/MILESTONES 



DATES 



OUTCOME/ SLIPPAGES 



B. THE DEVELOPMEHT OF A STATEtflDE EARLY CHILDHOOD 

SPECIAL EDUCATION NETWORK * / ^ 

> 1. The project initiated the development oi a 
statewide consortium of mo4.el demonstration projects 
for preschool special education. The Project Co'-Direc^ 
tor contacted each of the BEH projects and attempted to 
establish regular loeeting times and communication pro- 
cedures. ^ 

2. The project established formal linkage^ with 
the State Department of Education as well as institu^ 
tions of higher education and various community-based 
servicfe providers in order to enhance interagency^, 
efforts for disseminating the development of the i)re- 
school mod^l d^onstration [^ograms. 



C* DIRECT CONTACT WITH INTERESTED PARTIES 

1. Large group presentations were scheduled monthly 
for thi following types of organizations: 

- Professional associations such as Council for 
Exceptional Children, National Association for the 
Education of Young Children, Special Education Tea- 
cher's Association, R. I. Association of School Psycho-* 
logists, etc* 

- Advocacy groups such as Child ^use, United Cere- 
bral Palsy, Coalition for Consumer Justice, Coalition 
for Handicapped Citizens, ^^-i^ 

2. Visitations to the Early Childhood Center by 
-interested persons as outlined in this pi»op6sal under 
Objective #3, Inservice Training. 



July 
June 



/ 



// 



Sei|t ember 



2 meetings were held with inodel 
demonstration project directors 
and a system' of bimonthly communi- 
cations was established. 



5 joint presentations were made 
to the State Department of Edu- 
cation, each of the institutions . 
of higher learning and community^ 
b^sed service providers regarding 
each of the BEH model demonstration 
projects and the means by which 
these rjro'iects can become institu- 
tionalized via a statewide early 
childhood special education network. 



Approximately ■ 100 persons parti- 
cipated in the inservice/dissemina- 
^tion activities at the Early Child- 
hood Center. 



ACCOMPLISHMENTS/MILESXONES 



DATES 



OUTCOME/SLIPPAGES 



3. Presentations to stiident^ at Rhode Island 
College, Rtiode Island' Junior College, the University 
of Rhode Island and Providence College occ^red at least, 
twice during this project period. <»The purpose of thede 
demonstrations was to fainillarlze f aculty^ and studeflts 
iHth th^ model demonstration diagnostic and service 
delivery continuum and to e^ncourage them to Integrate 
the essentials of this system Into their core currl-^^ 
culum for preseWice and Inservlce undergraduate and 
'graduate students. . 



September 



5 lectures were delivered tO' 
undergraduate and graduate pre- 
school special education pro-^ 
grams offered at Rhode Island *s 
Institutions of higher education. 



GRAMT FUNCTION; EVAmATION 



Objective; To contlnye tp collect data for an analysis of child progress, cost ef f ectlveness» parent Involvement, 
and efficiency of replication, so that school systems will be able to make Informed decisions^ regarding 
the continuum of preschool dlagtfostlc and special' educational services which would be most appropriate 
for their community. 



ACCOMPLISHMEMTS/MH^STONES 



DATES 



OUTCOME/SLIPPAGES 



A, Child Progress 

1. Children were formally reassessed on the July 
original Instruments^ which .were used prior to 
entry Into program on an annual basis or after* ' June- 
actually having participated In a moj^el demon* 
^stratlon program for ten months. ^ 



2, All children who exited from services July 
In the model demonstration 'program continuum - 

wera-^ reassessed on the same basis as that ' Jtine 

specified In 4.1. ' 



3. It was originally proposed that the- ^^^V, 
progress 'of handicapped children served In tbe 
programs along the model demonstration service ^ ' June 
delivery continuum would be compared with 
similar children bfelng served In more- tradl- - 
tlonal settings. ' 



4. Teachers and parents perceptj|gps of June» 
their children*^ growth and development were 1980 
com{>ared both at time of entry Inta program 
^nd after every ten months of progtffliniiing 
using the Alpern Boll Developmental Profile 
checklist. ' • 



4 



Data analysis cons^lsted of a (^(^parlson ^ 
of ^children's progress at> reassessment- 
with their original performanc^' at the i 
time of entry Into program, and showed 

statistically ^significant gains 
by children In all programs., 
(Appendix J) 

Children's prog:ress set reassessment 
was compared to their performance at 
the time of exiting from the model 
demonstration program service delivery 
continuum and also showed significant 
gains had been Made; (Appendix J) 

A data analysis of the. progress o£ 
children served In programs along the 
model demonstration progr^ continuum 
was attempted with children served In 
more traditional settings, however, 
LEA*s which originally agreed to co* 
operate were not' able to follow through 
with the testing due^^to budget cuts. 

Statistical comparisons were made re- 
garding teachers and parents percep- 
tions of their children's growth- and 
de\j^lopment, an{l as children par^ilclpated 
In prograimnlng, their parents- percep- 
tion of tbelr giro^h and development 
became mor^ in agreement with that ^f 
the teacher^s.- (Appendix J) 



to 
o 
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V 



B. Cost Effectiveness 

1. The cost effectiveness of the referral July 
and diagnostic procedures used at the Early - * 
Childhood JCenter were to be compared to those June 
*Wre traditionally employed by Rhode Island 
local sch^o^ systems. 



2. The cost Involved ^n carrylng-out July 
model demons^^tlon programs were determined 
and the relative cost benefit for each pro- June 
gram was then, derived by con^arlng per-*pupll 
expenditures yltn pupil progress. 



. * 3. feelat4i4 cost-benefit for each of the 
tbodel demonstration programs was to be compared 
th relative cost-benefits of more traditional 
progi^ams. ' ' - , 



C. Parent Involvement 
— J — 

'l. The frequency of parent participation July 
in the wide range o£ parent involvenjent a|ptl-* 
vities was logged and compared to the fre^ June 
quency of parent . participation in more tradi- 
tional programs. 
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-OUTCOME/SLIPPAGES 




Data was collected and analyzed to 
determine the cost e'f fect^yenet^s of 
th^ referral and diagnostic procedures 
used at the Early Childhood Center. 
However > comparable data was not col-* 
lected .frofii LEA*s who originally agreed 
to do so because of budge^t cuts. 

The cost of carrying-^out each model 
program was totalled and divided by 
the number of children served in order 
to determine average per pupil expendi- 
ture. An analysis of average per 
pupil e3?})enditure in relationshi p to y 
child progress was used to determine 
cost-^benefit.' However* there jjas no 
significant .difference in pupil progress 
among programs. (Appendix K) 

Data was collected and analysed to deteif 
mine the relative co^t-benefit for-eath^ 
of the model deifionstration programs in 
comparison withmore traditional pro- 
gr^s was not possible due to problems 
enumerated above. 



"A comparison was made of the percent of" 
parent participation in activities ad 
the Early Childhood Center, with per- 
cent of parent participation in more 
traditional programs and it appears that 
parents of children at the Early Child- 
hood Center participate in activities 
related to their child^s education ap- 
proximately 50% more often than ciiildren 
in more traditional settings. 



4u 



ACdOMPLlSHMENTS/MILESTONBS 



DATES - 



OUTCOME/SLIPPAGES 



'RepXlcatloa OutcOiaes 

* 1. The effectiveness of replication 
training for service delivery was deter^- 
dined by counting the number of children 
vhoiwill be served in a less restrict^^ve 
setting as a result of Rhode Island local 
school systems adopting the model demon^ 
stration delivery continuumt 



September 
June 



Data was collected and compared re- . 
g'ardlng numbers of children and the re- 
6trictivenes# of the setting in which 
they were served prior to replication 
training* 

9' Teachers now trained in the Portage 
model can provide education for .ss 
.many as 30 children in their borne/ 

4 i^eachers trained In the pEECH model 
will now provide education for 40 
mildly to moderately handicapped ^ 
children in integrated settings with 

* non-handicapped children* 

i 

5 Teachers trained in the Teaching Re- 
search model will now ba able to pro- 
vide education for 30 moderately to 
severely handicapped* children who , 
were previously served in institu? 
tional or agency settings* 

62 Teachers now familiarized with the 
High Scope model can teach 620 mildly 
handicapped children in malnstreamed 
settings. , ' * * ^ 

^*ss defined according to project dev^iloped 
environmental checklist. 
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ANTICIPATED AMD UNAMTICIPATED SPINOFF 

Because of a major emphasis of this grant period has focused on the 
development of a continuum of diagnostic and educational services to pre- 
school handicapped children and their parents, it has been possible to 
"streamline" the referral process, significantly reduce the number of children 
who may have been otherwise falsely identified as handicapped and concommitantly 

4 

increase the pximber and rate at which children can be effectively referred^ 
evaluated and served by the model demonstration program service delivery system. 

Another spinoff effect has bee;i the development of coordinated efforts 
between federal sources of funding for preschool handicapped children available 
to the Rhode Island State Department of Education's Special Education Ui^fr 
and the Handicapped Children's Early Education PPOject located at the Early 
Childhood Center. As a result of this coordihation, the Early Childhood 
Center^s service delivery continuum has been adopted as a model. for Rhode 

{ " 

Island Local Education Agencies -approach to early intervention for preschool 
handicapped children, and the Rhode Island State Department of Education will 
continue to provide technical assistance to those communities who participated 
in replication training. 

Coj>rdlnation has^ also been achieved between the Handijcapped Children's 
Early Education Project and the major community agencies serving families 
in the Horthwester ^^^jfe g^j^^Is^ Region. Thes^.'ef forts have ^resulted in . 
expanding the service delivery continuum^ to include less restrictive settings, 
i.e., private nursery schools. Head Start and in coordinating resources for 
the overall improvement of daily family living. The Northwest Special Educa;- 
tion District will continue this coordination ^d will assume some of the ser- 
vices previously delivered by the Handicapped Children's Early Education Pro- 



ject staff at theEarly Childhood Center. 



4j 



Unanticipated spinoff has included the appointment of a Service Coor- 
dinator for preschool handicapped children in the Northwest Special Education 



District who had^ren trained by Handicapped Children's Early Education" Project 
staff, . . , 



3- 



